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most part trench warfare adapted to jungle conditions was the order
of the day. The opposing forces faced one another along a front which
sometimes extended to a length of two hundred and fifty miles, and
although in some places their lines were less than one hundred yards
apart, the thickness of the undergrowth which separated them kept
either side in ignorance of the other's movements. Considering the
limited resources of the combatants, the expenditure of men and of
munitions was surprisingly heavy. After eighteen months of warfare
the casualties on both sides were said to amount to 100,000 men—
the Bolivian losses being much heavier than those of Paraguay. As
for material, both sides possessed machine-guns, trench mortars, and
quick-firing artillery, and the Bolivians in particular made consider-
able use of aeroplanes.1 Armoured cars and flame-projectors were also
used by both disputants. (How two small countries, both of which were
in serious financial straits even before the fighting began, managed to
pay for their supplies of these modern weapons remained something of
a mystery to the outside world.)2 Bolivia had greater resources to
draw upon than Paraguay, but during the earlier stages of the con-
flict the latter had the immense advantage of operating close to her
base. The most advanced of the Paraguayan forts was not more than
two hundred miles from the River Paraguay, and communication by
road and rail had been fairly well developed before the military opera-
tions began. Bolivia's lines of communication were more than three
times as long, and only about half of the distance between La Paz and
the Bolivian advance line was covered by a railway. The difficulty of
transport, especially in the rainy season, was therefore extreme.
1	The Paraguayans complained that Bolivian aeroplanes dropped bombs
upon non-combatants. At the beginning of August 1932 the bombing of the
Mennonite settlement in the Chaco was reported (for the Mennonite colony, see
the Survey for 1930, p. 422); and in April 1933 the bombing of Puerto Casado
on the Paraguay River involved Boh"via in an acrimonious exchange of notes
with Argentina, spme of whose nationals suffered damage to their property.
Accusations of the use, or projected use, of poisonous gas were made by both
parties, and either side also declared that the other was disregarding the laws
of civilized warfare by maltreating prisoners, killing the wounded, firing on
stretcher-bearers, and so on.   The allegations regarding the treatment of
prisoners, at all events, seem to have been unfounded, for the question was
investigated in 1933 by a Commission appointed by the International Eed
Cross, which reported that the prisoners were well treated on both sides. This
particular accusation was frequently made by the Bolivians—possibly with the
object of discouraging desertion from the ranks, which constituted a serious
problem.
2	In the case of Bolivia, a partial explanation was provided by the great
increase in the production of tin and other metals and the improvement in
export prices which took place in 1933. There was a 50 per cent, increase in
Bolivian tin production in 1933 compared with the previous year, and the
price doubled during the same period.

